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Bear George^ 

‘f^ur No. 3 newsletter, amiled only two days ago, came by elr, 1*11 
see if the converse is true* Let me know* 

It ie B good job. For your infbmation, not for publicetion, for 
there are alreedy too many splits, I will male a few comments. However, there 
1? also something you should do: I did not exppct you’d use my piece so feet. 

I’m SBtlsfied and not criticial. B» I wrote it for BOOKS, the monthly and wry 
lively paper by Jerry Agel, 598 Madison Ave. He, like you. Is a friend, end I 
did it free. I spoke to your dad, telligg him Jerry was going to uea the 
documents and fiicturea I uspplied. He eske that I get a proof to him and said 
he’s prepare it for you to use. I’m sorry it didn t work out that way because 
I think you’d have found it more effective. Perhaps, if you are still interested, 
you con let your father know and be can prepare the documents, pictures, etc,, 
for your use. I uld like a credit to BOOKB^ which has bean interested from 
the very beginning and, as you may recall, printed the eonclusicns of VJHITFWASE 
verbatim. 



^ i think It unfair, despite the on-and-off fl*! end ship betw€>en Sylvia 
Meagher and Epstein, to lump them together. There can be no ocmperlson, Ep- 
stein never has been a real "critic”. He la the one "scavenger” who pretends 6o 
be a genuine critic end isn’t. I’ve had student tell me he is accompanied by 
federal agents (I think at Iowa) frtio immediately get interested in those of the 
audience with critical question to Epst‘=^ln (these were student from Medison). 
Regardless of what one thinks of Epstein, and my opinion is that he is a man 
of bottomleas co^^erdlce and no Intellectual integrity, and regerdleae of how 
much one deplores Sylvia’s public comnent on Garrison, she is, without any 
doubt, more than just an authentic critic of the Warren Report. She has one 
of the beet. If not the very beet, grasps of the published material. She ie 
\mcomprom1 sing and honest in her use of this material. 

She is also the victim of a great tragedy several of ue have 
suffered. Her excellent book, which was still excellent in its earlier forms, 
before she had the benefit of the work of others, could not be published in 
its time. Therefore, when it finally did come out, it was largely lost and was, 

0 B were others, largely redundant. She and it deserve end deserved much better. 

Of the books covering the entire field of the Commiesion’s published evidence, 

I consider here one of the two best. Historically it may be judged vhe beat. 

I feel that she has, as ie understandable, been pertly embittered by this his- 
tory. Further, because of her employment, she is precluded from doing her own 
work in the Conn?l ss ion ’ s suppressed files in the Archives and her own field 
investigations. These rob her of eaeentiel knowledge, prerequisite to the 
appraisal of Garrison she oflera. She does not dietinguiah between her personal 
opinion cf him and the evidence he can be expected to produce, or At the very 
least, whet I know to be available to him for hla use. In her passion, she has 
not restricted herself to the evidence or any pretense of the estimate of 
evidence. Her attack, which includes ell critics not in accord with her attacks, 
is personal ecd has no relationship to the existence or non-existence of evidence, 
^t is also important to understand that Garrison has never made any public 
reference to the evidence ha expects to produce egeinet Shaw in court, I have 
never asked him whet he has and he has nover volunteered it to me, I am satis- 
fied, entirely from my own work, thatbthere is a facie case that requires 

a judicial determinatlin of fact. Such things as Sylvia and Epstein do make auch 
a determination less likely and tend to corrupt the mide that will judge it 
in advance. Perhaps inaccurately, it has also been reported that she gave 
arry Thomley $11D0,00 for his defense, I doubt if she has any knowledge of 
^homley or the truth or falseness of what he end Lifton ellege or of his indict© 
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«ny ^rk on Thrmley. Including 

:^rsrL'“^.rrj;u*\SL^:il 1 psir?^x 

only 9 smell usrt of which 1 re^er tr m J Us own writings, 

ballBTP q-Bi-iH. tTii ® recent letter to "Boen Cite" I 

le no douJt in 5 il5“hartSfmcJ‘^ef’^"^"^r Hl-oonsldered act. There 
TOlTed and otheparaleo^TOlvS ^sre ® ^ assumes Oswald in- 

dodd.,..., OB do;.i2F,‘Fo™BJ\"B;rL 

Osmld) toot 2m”; FmFjH t2~ Iff*”- ““•• ••“ ■“““■ 

othBrri... sdn^ri 2ot?jSra2r r2oF“ l?*” """° »° 

»‘2i ro^SBr,2^L^““^S•l^f 



do bodoc .® 0 rtSr^“?T!' «e ao.ood.1 ro..rda doTOlT,d 

where the critics sot cash it i^r^u^Ar. > «^erd. In those few cases 

the time and other^osts to vleld anv ^ncelvoobly, be conmenslrate with h 

poo^d,) b. oBdomoE .0 L2 .L2f 2d^™o”t2?‘ii,?J Tb'^" ' 

SX' *^“ 22120 ”^^ ?bd‘2So'-»‘ « :,22,2^ 

dd. 00 .. .bd= .dtb in 2Ju 22 l‘.V?W ” “' ‘”*»«***> I «11 •? 

™»t totdo5.b“d2'5.‘‘?2t‘.2% o2’ r«f .*° !“? ■”• »' “■> . 

you are interested tho o«^^ ebout BOOKS and. If ’ 

to MalviL. documentation never before published, "est 
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Sincerely, 



:s^5S5lS33srr:sr-^,"-7^ j» 



